
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment ,D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING --  March 22, 1967 

Appeal No. 9134 S. Tebbs Ch iches t e r ,  Jr . ,  a p p e l l a n t .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee .  

On motion du ly  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fol lowing Order was en t e red  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  
Board on March 28, 196 7. 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appea l  f o r  va r i ance  from t h e  FAR requirements  
of t h e  R-5-B D i s t r i c t  t o  permit  a d d i t i o n  of t h i r d  f l o o r  t o  
bu i ld ing  a t  2529/2529A P  S t r e e t ,  NW., l o t  803, Square 1264, 
be denied.  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1 )  The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  loca t ed  i n  an R-5-B D i s t r i c t .  

( 2 )  The p rope r ty  i s  improved w,ith a  two-s tory b r i c k  
s t r u c t u r e  w i t h  a  s t o r e  window on t h e  f i r s t  f l o o r .  

(3 )  I t  i s  proposed t o  add a  t h i r d  s t o r y  t o  s u b j e c t  
b u i l d i n g  which would be used a s  an apartment.  

(4 )  The p r e s e n t  l o t  ha s  a  26-foot  f r o n t a g e  on P  S t r e e t  
and a  dep th  of 58.27 f e e t  and c o n t a i n s  1,515.02 square  f e e t .  

(5 )  The R-5-B D i s t r i c t  p rov ides  t h a t  s t r u c t u r e s  may 
be developed t o  an FAR of  1.8. 

( 6 )  The a p p e l l a n t  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  pe rmis s ib l e  FAR i s  
2,727.04 under R-5-B and it i s  d e s i r e d  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h i s  t o  
3,111.84 square  f e e t .  This  r e q u e s t  i s  made " i n  o r d e r  n o t  on ly  
t o  t a k e  advantage of a l lowable  expansion,  b u t  a t  t h e  same 
t i m e  provide an apartment t h a t  would be exceedingly l i v a b l e  
a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  Georgetown a s  w e l l  a s  one t h a t  may t a k e  advantage 
of t h e  b e a u t i f u l  view a c r o s s  Rose Park ,  Rock Cmk Park 
and t h e  s k y l i n e  of downtown Washington inc lud ing  t h e  Washington 
Monument. " 

( 7 )  The r eco rd  cont ,a ins  severlgl l e t t e r s  i n  support  of 
g r a n t i n g  t h i s  appeal .  The Ci t , i zens  Assoc ia t ion  of Georgetown 
opposes t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appeal .  



Appeal 9134 cont 'd .  

(8) The Assoc ia t ion  p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  i n  BZA Appeal No. 7016 
a  change of nonconfirming use was gran ted  which permit ted t h e  
c h a w  f m  a d r e s s  shop and d r e s s  design s t u d i o  t o  an o f f i c e  
f o r  an i n t e r i o r  design consu l t an t  without  any s a l e s  of 
merchandise i n c i d e n t a l  t o  t h e  use.  The i n t e r i o r  design use  
cont inues .  

OP I N  I O N  : 

We a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h i s  appeal  mustjbe denied. 
There i s  no showing of hardship  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  proper ty  
i t s e l f  t h a t  m l d  support  a  va r i ance  f m  t h e  zoning r egu la t ions .  
Sec t ion  8207.11 provides ;  Where ,  by reason of except iona l  
narrowness, shallowness o r  shape of a  s p e c i f i c  pe ice  of 
proper ty  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e o r i g i n a l  adopt ion of t h e  r e g u l a t i o n s  
of by reason of except iona l  topographical  condi t , ions  o r  o t h e r  
ex t r ao rd ina ry  o r  except iona l  s i t u a t i o n  o r  cond i t ion  of a  
s p e c i f i c  *ce of p rope r ty ,  t h e  s t r i c t  a p p l i c a t i o n  of any 
r e g u l a t i o n  adopted under t h i s  Act would r e s u l t  i n  p e c u l i a r  
and except iona l  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t o  o r  excep t iona l  
and undue hardship  upon t h e  owner of such p rope r ty ,  t o  a u t h o r i z e ,  
upon an appeal  r e l a t i n g  t o  such p rope r ty ,  a  var iance  from such 
s t r i c t  a p p l i c a t i o n  so  a s  t o  r e l i e v e  such d i f f i c u l t i e s  o r  
ha rdsh ip ,  provided such r e l i e f  can be gran ted  without  sub- 
s t a n t i a l  detr iment  t o  b e  pub l i c  good and without  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  
impair ing t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose,and i n g e g r i t y  of t h e  zone p lan  
a s  embodied i n  t k z o n i n g  r e g u l a t i o n s  and mapatt Appellant  
makes no argument r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  s tandards  of t h e  Regulations.  

Fu r the r ,  w e  f i n d  t h a t  t h e  sub jec t  p roper ty  has  been and 
i s  devoted t o  a  nonconforming use. Th.is would r e s t r i c t  t h e  
development of t h e  proper ty .  Although t h e  proposed expansion 
of t h e  proper ty  would be devoted t o  a  proper  R-5-B u s e ,  w e  
do no t  th.ink i t  wise t o  expand s t r u c t u r e s  devoted t o  noncon- 
forming uses  without t h e  b e n e f i t  of most compelling ev.idence. 

BY ORDER OF THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT, D.C. 

ATTESTED : 

By: 
, / JAMES E. BESS 

{ p c r e t a r y  of t h e  Board 


